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2537 Regent St., Apt. 202 
Berkeley, Calif. 94704 
July 14, 1969 

Harold Weisberg 
Route 8 

Frederick, Md. 21701 


Dear Harold, 

Before I can respond adequately to the remarks in your letter of 6/25 about 
apparent breaches of security, I need further information about the incident(s) 
in questions 

1) Page 5* last paragraph, lines 3-6 

2) Page 6, 1st full para., lines 6-9 

3) Page 6, 2nd full para., lines 7-8 

4) Page 7* 1st para., lines 4-5 

5) Page 7» 3rd para., lines 11-13 

At this point I cannot tell what you are referring to in any of the above, I ask 
for specifics so that if your material has somehow been gotten at through me I will 
be able to stop it in the future. 

Up to now, everything you have sent me has been seen by Hal and Jim, and only 
them. Both take notes, but do not make copies. (Anything you intend for only one 
or two of us should, for convenience, be on a separate page,, clearly marked.) Hal 
has talked with you, but is still in the dark about details. As far as I know 
Jim communicates with none of the other critics. > 

Let me anticipate the two possible sources of leaks on my part - Lifton and 
the Archives material I am working on. As you know, I do not share all of your 
views of Lifton, but, needless to say, I don't volunteer information to him about 
your work. He calls me on occasion on the U.C. tie line (I never call him), mostly 
about Archives problems and to discuss his own work. I don't think he is pumping 
me about your work, but if it can be shown that he is (and especially if he has 
been successful) I will have to take appropriate action. If he is carrying on a 
campaign against you he does not waste his time by telling me about it. 

As you know, most of my current work, and Jim’s, relates to Archives documents. 
You have sent us many useful leads. I have been careful to keep confidential the 
few sensational items you have sent, even when they were found as a result of our 
suggestions, since in any case there is little we can do with them. However, it is 
almost impossible to draw a line between what I have done as a result of .leads from 
your work, and what is completely independent. Many of the CD’s you have sent us 
have little significance except when accompanied by extensive analysis; many are 
pages which Jim and I would have certainly gotten on our own by now (e.g. most of 
the appendix to Oswald in N.O. ) In cases like this it is not feasible for me to 
restrict the distribution of my own work because it may overlap with yours. If 
my judgement has not been good enough we will have to clarify the situation further. 
Since you do not have the opportunity for much Archives work now, and we would send 
you whatever we come up with whether you are sending us your material or not, I am 
confident that there would be no problems in finding a mutually advantageous 
arrangement. 

On to more productive matters - I don’t think this is in PMHI; it might be worth 
noting. Humes specified that during the autopsy color photos were taken of the 
interior of the President’s chest (2H363). There is no reference to any internal 
photos in the Panel report. I can’t tell whether the description Humes gave of the 
color film (2H372) matches the "completely black” film in the inventory. The 
Bouck memo in CD 371 refers to a receipt for photographic film - do we have it? 
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Also, do we have the letter concerning the “confidential nature of the events" 
that is mentioned there? (Incidentally, this memo establishes the existence of 
an autopsy authorization signed by RFK.) 

Thanks for the memos on the name indexing, I had gotten thetimpression that 
the name files (as well as the name index?) had been stopped. Is there any kind 
of name index available now? (There is one, on cards, to the SS documents, Jim has 
been told.) 

Enclosed; State Dept. Security Office checkout list (Otepka), plus a list 
of the contents of that file, which I have. I believe there is a reference to 
Otepka in the ONI file. 

On the rifle clips my question is, why do we believe the DPD testimony that 
the rifle was found with a bullet in the chamber, rather than in the clip? Would 
the latter have been the case if nothing were done after the previous shot was fired? 

I have renewed my year-old request for certain FBI items, and will send you a 
copy when I get some sort of reply. 

I appreciate the need for security on JG's files; there seems to be lots of 
junk from them floating around already. Some of it might pop up in two suits which 
I just learned about s Turner is suing the New Yorker over the Epstein piece, and 
Bradley is suing several people, including Lane and the LA Free Press. (The latter 
was on the radio but not in the papers here.) 

Lifton is getting a printout of the CIA, SS, and ONI microfilm for me (4^/page), 
and I will send you and Gary at least part of the former as soon as I get it. 

Enclosed; letter to me from JNS ; also Eckhoff's (expected) reply on the Odum 
DE 1 retouching, delicately referred to as "the matter in which you are interested. 1 ” 

Your mailing of 7/5 received. Your letter to Mathias; while the agencies 
really should tell you how to use the Freedom of Information Act, such procedures 
were published in the Federal Register by each agency in 1966-7; I have some of the 
references and the other can easily be found with the index. Panther Publications; 

I assume you have the interview of Brown which Gary just sent me. Thanks for the 
autopsy authorization; one striking thing is that RFK's signature looks as if it 
might be mechanical, or a rubber stamp. It is not really surprising that Mrs. 
Kennedy’s "signature" is typed, and that the apparently required attachment is not 
present. 

The King wiretap; you may recall that Pearson's columns last summer had hints 
of the blackmail angle. Also, I believe I have seen somewhere ( Nation? ) a fairly 
clear reference to rumors among black leaders that the Feds had something on King; 

I think this was suggested as an explanation fro King's mild response to Hoover’s 
description of him as a notorious liar. This should be checked. 

According to an Archives list which may not be current, CD 941 (Mexican-Cuban 
phone numbers in LHO’s notebook) is totally withheld under Guideline 2 (Security 
classified material). 


Sincerely, 

iPaJl 


cc;GRS (w/ end.) 



